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electors. The viewItook on the question two years ago,and stillentertain,is this. The State

—
to use a word which ie recognised asembracing the public authorities,executive and legislative,as dealing

with tbopublic interests of the whole community
—

hasaright tode-termine to whatsystem of education,or,indeed,of any other work,itwill contributepublic fundsand levy,taxationonthe whole community.
Ithas a right todo that,andespecially has a Government,baseduponwhatis in this country almostuniversalsuffrage,a right todoso when
acting through the mouths of its representatives;but ithasalways
appeared tome that a wise and politic Governmentwillconsiderhow
to establish an institution which will workinharmony with the con-
victions of all in furthering the object in view,and willnot set upa
permanent.cause of discontent, a system whichitdoes not end withthe attainment of the object, but is most likely to createabanded dis-
contenthostile to the administration of Government ia other things.
Ithereforesay thatIdeemit politic so to shapeyour legislation as tocause theminimum of hostility and opposition. lamquiteaware of
the verygreatattention which is being paid at the present moment,
and for some time past, in communities snch as yourselves, on the
questionof elementary iastruction for the people j andIsay that it
ought to be our object to establish a system which willhave the ready
assent^ and adherence of all sections of the community. Now, the
objection whichis taken by some sections of the community—

not the
Catholicsonly, butby many others as wellas them— is that they are
obliged toput theirhands in their pockets and contribute towards a
system of education which they do not consider entirely fair to them-
selves. lam informed,upon very good grounds, that therenopeople
in this community who object to being rated for public instruction, or
to aproper inspectionby Government officers, so as to insure that (he
educationprovided issufficient

—
then,Ilay,whyinGod's nameshould

wodriveany portion of the community who are willing to be rated,
willing tohave aGovernment inspectionas an assurancethat sufficient
education ingiven,why should wedlivethem toBay,"Wethink itisunfair
tous thatweshouldbe taxedfor asystemwhich wecannot conscientious-
ly approveofwhenwearequitewilling tobe taxedfora system whichwill
provide the same instructionandsuperaddsomethingmpre ?" There
isa greatdealof whatImay call

"claptrap" in the term
" secular

education." We see candidatesnot only in this province,but inother
placesoutsideofNew Zealand,»aying,

"
We areall for secular educa-

tion only." Having given considerableattention to the subject, lam
competent to form some opinionuponit,and Isay absolutely that I
donotknow whatsecular education is, and Ihave never yet found
anybody competent to tellme. The moment youget beyond writing
and arithmetic,and pui-emathematics, evenif youcome to geography,
youcease tohave secular education, and you more ©r less traversethe
conscientious opinions aud scruples of the people. Take the large
questionof history. No person can be said to be inany degree edu-
cated whoknows nothingof history. Whoagreeuponhistory,amongst
thoseholding conscientious views? What one standard history willthey accept as true and correct in its facts and in its infereuces? It
is impossible to give apurely secular education themoment youdepartfrom the subjects1have indicated, withouttrenching moreorless uponreligious convictions. What have we at heart in this country ?
Do not we want to eeo our children and tho3e of our neighbors
educated? Do not we want to take an honest pridein thinking thatthe nativebora New Zcalanders shall not blush, whenmeeting peopleelsewhere, atnot possessing thut elementary instruction which shall
render them capable of further instiucting themselves? Ithink it is
wiseandpolitic for a state so to shape its instruction as toenable all
sections of the community cordially topull together for the purpose of
having their children mutually instructed. Ihave heardit said that
ii you give aid to any school set up by any religious denomination,
which imparts the instructiou requiredby the Government, subject to
the periodical inspection of Government officers, while it teaches
something else, some paitioular form of belief or opinion, you are
creatingheart-burniug and acrimonious feeling between the people of
the country. I■will give you an illustration which Iknow tobe afact, and which can be corroborated by some gentlemen who are pre-
sent

—
one an old i'rend of mine, the late Speaker of the House of

.Representatives,Sir Djvicl Monro, whois here to-night (Applause)
Idonot know whatare Sir David Monro'a opinionson this question,
butIknow thathe has takena considerable interest overa longperiod
of yearsin instruction, and that he consented, at my request, so long
ago as 1863, to be amember of a commission to consider andreport
upona system of instruction to be introduced into the province of
Nelson. There is v school in Nelson which has beenin existence for
many yeais. Itwas established under the superintendenceof Father
Gaiin, and f< rmany y as tiere waaa largerproportionof Protestant
children than of Cutnolics attending it, and it was admitted to give
tho verybest elementary instruction in the provinceof Nelsun,and,
■nil!)the exeept'ou uf the Nelson College, no school could compete
-nnhit. There was no imputation of proseljtUing;and peoplewho
w ere anti-Catholic sent their children there. Icould nameone who
almost shudders when he talks of the Catholic religion, audyet lie
sent his sons there, and never complained tint their religious convic-
tions were tampered with. That is wortha whole bubhelofassertions
to the effect that dmominational scho.ols must necessarily engender
acrimonious feelings between persons of different creeds. Iappeal to
that school as a complete denial to such an assertion, andIsaymore,
that the rivalry between the different schools makes a great difference
between them as the difference between a well-bred horse going by
himself ou tho road and the 6iimo horse wheu he is stirred by compe-
tition with others. You all know tho advantageof competition. Let
the school be subject to the Government inspection as to whether it
gives sufficient elementary iustiuution as tojustify its being granted a
portion of theumounta contributed by the different denominations.
rlho different denominations do not a*k for themoney contributed by
others, but they 6av,

"
letus have a fair proportion,headhv hea I, of

jrhedwe contribute,or our own rales returned, wherovor thore is a
furtain number of children (I think itiB 30 inNelson),and thepower
©f indicating wl.atschool is toreceive our rates." That is oneof the
moat reasonable planß, andIhope that my friend, Mr Montgomery,

who,is thepresentheadof. theExecutive,andItrustwiilcontinue tobe so,an able man,andone whohas thorouglytheinterest of th,pro.vincee atheart, whoholdslargecolonial-views, and whowilltake thelarge statesmanlikeview thatitis always, wise to hare a contentedpeopleinstead at anojganised, banded, discontent. Ihope he willsee,when the time,comes for furtherconsideringthe existing law oilthesubject, that there is somuch tobe said on the side of the ques-tionupon whichIharejust enlarged, as willprevent him from abso-lutely settingup adeafearon the subject. Ihave very great hopes
10 his sagacity, andIbelievehim tp be oneof these people who willnotrefuseall his life toreconsiderit, simplybecausehe has oncecom-mittedhimselftoanopinion. My experienceinpublic affairs— andIclaim to have had some considerable experience— is that those whohold office arealways beingeducated. They are finding constantlynot only whatcanbe done,but what cannot be dono. The great ob-jectofall administrativeand legislative bodiesis first to findout what
is thebest thing. Ifthey can do the best thing, in God's name letthem doit,ifnot,let themdothebesfcpractical thing. (Cheers.)Isayitwithouttheleastregard to theresultofthe election,whichImay sayisamatter of so much indifference to me that itwas quite an accidentthat Iconsented tocome forwardat all. IfImaynot be consideredpresumptuousingiving some advice,Isay that we should from yearto yearalways consider our actions Onalllarge questions,and that ourlaws shall not be like those of the Medea and Persians, absolutelyunalterable. Those of us who are not learningsomething from yearto year to cauae themtochange their opinions, peoplewhoBtop theirears against all advice, are not thepeopleIwould wcommend you toelectas legislators. 'A writer in the 'Lyttlet'on Times

'
wrotea letterdesiring tu.know whetherIwasgoing in torepealtheEducationOrdi-nance. (Hear, hear.) My first iutention was to reply through thepaper, but Ithought it better to do it verbally to-night. IfIamelected, Iam notgoing to run a-muck, and sayIwill repeal theOrdinance. Iwant to see itamended. Ithink the time will comewhen,quite apart from this questionandon mere technicalgroundsthe Ordinance will require amendment. IfIcan judge from theremarks of candidates andelectors throughout theprovince durinz thelast fortnight,they want togive theOrdinancea fair trialiaorder to findout its weak points, andnot toamendithastily. lam quite contentto wait until it isadmittedthattheOrdinancerequires to be amendedand thenIshall endeavour,if you honorme by electingme, to brineforward the consideration of theprinciples whichIbavo ventured tosubmit to you this evening, not before. Ihope there is no evasion inthat. (Applause) The " LyrteltonTimes'said thatIcleverlyevadedit. Idon t want to evade. What object could Ihaveindoing so?1should be false tomy whole political c-»reer if Idid that. IhopeIshall not now be considered as having evaded the question Youknowwhat youhave toexpect. When the time comes for the amend-ment ofthis lawIshall be found,ifIam in the Council, advocatinganamendment in the directionIhave pointed out;andIthink itisfair,having reference todeep conscientiousconvictions whioh many inthis room may think to be wrong..What are webut a congeries ofanumber of differentunits, brought together and contributing to the

carryingon of public affairs,not only by our voices but by our pocketsand purses. Ihope the questionwillbeconsideredmoreon thebroadstatesmanlike andpolitic view t'aaa it has yet beenin Canterbury Itake leave to say thatIdo not think it has been as carefully con-sidered from thatpoint of view, the point ofview of having tho whole
community working together for the object of public instruction forthe youug. That is what wehare toget, andany way that will « et itwith the least jarringand oppositionwill havemy support. Idonotknow thatIneed enlarge anymore on this subject. Ishould nothave said somuch hadInot been expected to do'soMr Clephane inquiredif Mr Staffordconsidered a uniform rateonrich andpoor a fair oue.

Mr Stafford didnot consider it wouldbe fair if the schools wereentirely maintained by the rates. Education was a great benefit tothe community, andhe thought that the people who hada lar2o etakein the country should pay proportionately They must consider how-ever, that the rates were only a small portion of the cost ofedac'ationand they couldnot go to the same extreme as if they were the wholecost. The pr.nciple he would like to see would be perpetual endow-ments for education which would keeppace with therequirements ofthe place. He ihould like to see a fund from behindwhich wouldprovide education inadvance of the requirements of thepeople andthat could only be done by considerable public endowments If they
were to depend entirely on rating,he thought that the propertyof thecountry should bear more. He was of opinionthat on most questions
aproperty tax wasmuch fairer thana special tax. He had advocatedth t for years,at a time when lie was nissed for it. Itwa3 said thatsuch a tax was unknown. That might be so. He didnot know anycolony that had aproperty tax yet, but they mustallhavea be<nnuinzIhey were going tohave lnavy taxation ina few jaws,andhe°did nothnow a fairer shape in which it could come than as an income taxHe was veryglad to find that a number of people were now to befound who agreed with him inthis view.

Mr Clephane askedhow Mr Staffordaccounted for the fact thatalthough Protestants attended the school at Nelson, the Catholiccouldnot attend theProtestant schoolhere.
Mr Stafford was giving no opinion as to what the Catholics didhere or didnot. Hehadmerely instanced that school as a proof thatdenominationalschools weronot necessarily productiveof acrimoniousheart-buruings.
MrHall askedif it wasnot inconsistent for theCatholics bore torefuse to send their children to theGovernmentschools ?MrStafford was not there to answer for the Catholics Ithadbeen said that the he had the Catholic vote, butif sohe wasnotawareof it. He had been asked by many persons to come forward as acandidate,but so far as he knew not one of them wasa Catholic. Hewasnotin the confidence of the Catholics, therefore he must declinetoaay what was or wasnot inconsistent on their part.
Inreply to MrHall,Mr Stafford stated that he considered thatin this country there was no one race of people who should ride
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